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His LoRDSHI's MERITS as a WRITER 
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To the Right Rev. the Lord 
Biſhop of GLOUCESTER, 


Qui Genus Humanum ſuperauit. 


My L ob, 
3 OUR Lordſhip's great Repatalian 


a ſincere and unprejudiced En- 
5 into Truth, and amiable Cha- 


racter for Candour as well as dannn 


embolden me to think, that you will 


don the Freedom of this Addreſs; 3 | 


it comes from one who is entirely unknown 


to your Lordſhip, and who intends at preſent - 


to be unknown to the Publick. Think not, 
however, my Lord, that this proceeds from 
any Fear, leſt my preſent Undertaking ſhould 
diminiſh any Part of that Fame I may have 
acquired by former Publications. No, my 
Lord, had I not thought that this Letter 
would do Credit to its Author, it would 
never have been preſented to the Publick, as 
it would, in that Caſe, fail of the End aimed 
at, viz. the Increaſe and Diffuſion of your 
B Lord- 
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CE] 
Lordſhip's Fame, to which my Reputation 
muſt be the Means. But as the Envy and 
Malice of the World are always attributing 
the worſt Motives to the beſt Actions, and 
as my Situation in the Church is ſuch, that 
though it may excite Envy in others, yet it 
may be thought not to have ſubdued all 
Ambition in me, were I to affix my Name 
to this Performance, this Addreſs might be 
attributed to a Defire of your Lordſhip's Pa- 
tronage, not to the real Motive, a profound 
Veneration for your Lordſhip's great Abili- 
ties. Whereas my true Reaſon for conceal- 


Ing myſelf is, leſt your Lordſhip, out of 
your great Goodneſs, Condeſcenſion, and 
Genexroſity, ſhould force me from that Lot, 
in which I am contented, to Stations of 
greater Dignity and Power, which I do not 


like. 


You may "PAY perhaps, my Lord, that 
I am one amongſt the many of whom your 
Lordſhip has made ſuch honourable Mention 
in ſome of your illuſtrious Notes to ſome of 
your illuſtrious Publications ; and, therefore, 
what I am now doing, is only what I am 
bound in Gratitude to perform. No, m 
Lord, I glory in my Diſintereſtedneſs; and 
I am not the leaſt aſhamed to confeſs, that 


Tam one amongſt the very few Writers of 


this Century, who cannot boaſt of an Obli- 
gation of this or any other kind from the 


Biſhop of Segler. 


Truth, 


„ 
Truth, an enthuſiaſtick Love of Truth, is 
the ruling Paſſion of my Breaſt, and as no- 


thing can more obſtruct its Progreſs, than 
the miſunderſtanding of your Lordſhip's 
Works, it is the Atme of my Ambition to 
rectify, in this Reſpect, the Miſtake of the 


World. A Miſtake which I have long be- 
held with Impatience ; as I am perſuaded, 
Truth can never prevail, till the profoundeſt 
Reverence and the moſt implicit Submiſſion 
be paid to your Learning and Genius, and 
your Lordſhip be univerſally acknowledged 
as the ſovereign and infallible Pontiff in the 
World of Letters, which has been by ſome 
abſurdly called a Republic. But how much 
Honour does it reflect on your Lordſhip, 
what a noble Contempt of Fame does it 
ſhow, (which Quality has, indeed, ever di- 
ſtinguiſhed you, and given you a Place far 
above all the Philoſophers of Greece and 
Rome,) that your Lordſhip has beheld all 


the Miſrepreſentations of your Works, both 


by your Friends and Enemies, with the ut- 
moſt Calmneſs, and the cooleſt Indifference, 
notwithſtanding the many Opportunities for 
Revenge your Lordſhip has had, both as an 
Author and an Editor. Contempt or Re- 
ſentment, which would have taken Poſſeſ- 
ſion of the Breaſt of almoſt any other 


Mortal, never entered nor diſcompoſed your 


Boſom. Acrimony, and even Abuſe, which 
would have found their Way into the Writ- 
| Op OY ings 
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ings of almoſt any other Man, never ſtained 


your Page. But why ſhould I mention what 
all the World knows, that Patience, Meek- 
neſs, Philanthropy, all the Tenderneſſes of 


Humanity, and all the amiable Virtues of 


Chriſtianity, are the characteriſtick Marks 
of your Lordſhip's Writings ? But, though 


your Lordſhip can be thus unfollicitous 


about your own Fame, I cannot. The 
World has been long enough immerſed in 
Folly, it is time for it now to begin to learn 
Wiſdom. 

Though numberleſs are the low and abu- 
five Pamphlets which have been written 
againſt your Lordſhip, Hat lately publiſhed 
by the preſent Biſhop of Oxford was never 
equalled in theſe Reſpects; and (if I may 
be allowed the Expreſſion) was ſuperior to all 
for its total Deficiency in Wit and Argument. 
A Pamphlet which your Lordſhip, with the 


_ greateſt Truth, affirmed, © You never did, 


and that you believe you never ha read; 
but which, to give a Proof of your unpre- 
cedented Candour and Humility, you con- 
deſcended to anſwer l. That Writer hints 


a Deſign of attacking the whole Divine Le- 


8. He ſpeaks, indeed, dubiouſly, as if 
e were not fully determined to put it into 
Execution. But as it is evident he is 
amongſt the Number of thoſe who groſſly 
miſunderſtand your Lordſhip, I am reſolved, 


See Monthly Review, for May, 1766. 
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by pointing out his Miſtake, and by deve- 
| Joping the true Meaning, End, and Defign 


of the Divine Legation, to fave him the 
Trouble. And I ſhall leave him to exerciſe 


| his Pen upon Works far leſs ſublime, and 
better ſuited to his groveling Genius and 


contracted Learning. 


But, my Lord, I muſt rely on your Lord- 
ſhip's Good-nature for Pardon, on account of 


the Pain your Modeſty will make you feel, 
whilſt I am informing the World what ap- 
pears to me to have been your real Motive 
for writing that great Work, and explain all 


the dark Hieroglyphics in that Performance. 
A Work, which,. in the Light in which I 


ſhall place it, will add new Luftre to your 
Lordſhip's Fame, and make it eclipſe the 
Brightneſs of every other Writer, antient or 


modern. Of all Men, I would not appear 
vain to your Lordſhip; *< fince of all Men you 
« beſt know how ill it would become m 

« Pride x. But as I have the utmoſt Rea- 
ſon to believe that your Lordſhip never ini- 
tiated any one into theſe Myſteries, my Abi- 
lity to dive into them will, I hope, give you 
a high Opinion of the Profundity of my Ge- 


nins. And as your Lordſhip is the great 


Diſpenſer of modern Reputation, pardon 
my Preſumption, if I hope, that you will 
allow me to be claſſed in the Temple of 
Fame, next even to the celebrated Diſco- 


Ded. to Lord Mansfield, Ed. 3d. 
Verer 
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9 9 
verer of the Eleufinian Myſteries in the ſixth 
Book. of the /Enezd. , i 

« To live in the Voice and Memory of 
« Men is the flattering Dream of every Ad- 
c yenturer in Letters; and for me, who boaſt 
« the rare Felicity of being honoured with 
te the Friendſhip of two or three ſuperior 
Characters, Men endowed with Virtue to 
* atone for a bad Age, and of Abilities to 
* make a bad Age a good one, for me not 
* to aſpire to the beſt Mode of this ideal 
« Exiſtence, the being carried down to re- 
* mote Ages along with thoſe who will never 
« die, would be a ſtrange Inſenſibility to hu- 
te man Glory *.“ Vo 

Inſpired, therefore, by the Love of Truth, 
and incited likewiſe by the Hope of immor- 
tal Fame, I ſhall, without further Preface, 
proceed to the Diſcovery of your Lordſhip's 
ſecret Intentions in your Divine Legation. 

That your Lordſhip is thoroughly verſed 
in all the Learning of the Antients, not only 
in what they did write, but likewiſe in what 
they did not write, every one muſt know 
who has read your learned Diſſertation on 
Hieroglyphics. That your Lordſhip is like- 
wiſe conyerſant in every modern Production 
of Europe, from the moſt abſtruſe Work of 


Philoſophy to the loweſt Romance, no one, 


in the leaſt acquainted with your Lordſhip's 


Ded. to Lord Mansfield. 
Works, 


3 

Works, can poſſibly doubt . That yout 
Lordſhip is perfectly ſenſible the preſent State 
of Learning in Europe is ſo low, that the 
beſt Works are only read by a few, and 
even by thoſe few ſoon: forgotten, your 
Divine Legation alone would afford us man 

Proofs. For as your Lordſhip has yourſelf 
diſclaimed all Right in Paradoxes, the many 
contained in that great Work can only be 
borrowed from other valuable Works, little 
known and leſs read. Laſtly; who that is 
converſant in your Lordſhip's Polemic Writ- 
ings; and which of your Writings are not 
Polemic ? can doubt of your confeſſing, 

that the Principles of Logic, and the Art of 
Reaſoning, are entirely uncultivated by the 
preſent Age? Nay, who can doubt that you 
really think there is no Opinion fo abſurd in 
itſelf, or which can be defended by ever ſo 
weak Arguments, which would not obtain 


the Approbation of many, eſpecially if uſner- 


ed into the World with Confidence, a pre- 
tended Love of Truth, and an apparent 
Concern for the Intereſts of Religion? 


From theſe Premiſes, every Reader muſt 


already begin to conjecture, what the Con- 
clufion is, which I am about to deduce, and 
your Lordſhip muſt already know that it is a 
true one, viz. That your real, though con- 
cealed Deſign, in undertaking the Divine 
Loegation, was to try how a Work, con- 


See Preface to Jarvis Don Quixcie. 
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ſtructed on the Principles I have juſt men- 
tioned, would really be received by the 
World. Not, indeed, by chuſing for a Sub- 
Je& an Opinion falſe in itſelf: but, with 


much more Art, engaging the publick At- 


tention, by making Choice of a Subject true 
in itſelf, and generally received. Giving, 
however, the higheſt Perfection to an Un- 
dertaking of this Kind, by endeavouring to 
prove it through the Medium of a Propo- 
fition in the higheſt Degree repugnant to 


Reaſon ;- and by ſuch Arguments as muſt. 
appear, in the greateſt Degree, weak and 


fallacious to every good Logician, were an 


ſuch to be found in the World beſides your 


Lordſhip and myſelf. Vour Lordſhip's Per- 


formance, therefore, having ſucceeded even 


beyond Expectation, the Truth of the Ex- 
periment upon which it was founded, is 
eſtabliſhed beyond Controverſy. 

For your Lordſhip has ſeen your Work at 
Home admired by the Many, and patro- 
nized by the Great. Abroad, quoted by 
the Ingenious, and tranſlated by the Learn- 
ed; whilſt your Lordſhip, enjoying the 
Fruits of this Admiration and Patronage in 
one of the higheſt Dignities of the Church, 
ſat ſmiling at the Encomiums of your 
Friends, and the Objections of your Ene- 
mies. Smiling, my Lord, to think that 
though your Work has attracted the Atten- 
tion of all Europe, and your Friends and 


Enemies 


EY] 


Enemies have for ſeveral Years been waging 


War on your Account, no one has ever, 
before me, dived into the real Deſign of that 


Publication. But they have all, hitherto, 


miſtaken Irony for Seriouſneſs; Commen- 


dation for Satire; Sophiſtry for Argument; 


and Ridicule for Reaſon. The former prov- 
ing themſelves Fools, by reaſoning ron 

from right Principles: Concluding, that 
becauſe your Lordſhip cannot err, therefore 
the Arguments in the Divine Legation muſt 


be good *. The latter, according to Mr. 


Locke's Definition, proving themſelves Mad- 


men, by reaſoning right from wrong Prin- 


ciples. For they, taking for granted that 
your Lordſhip was ſerious, concluded, that 
becauſe your Book contained bad Logic, 
therefore your Lordſhip was in an Error. 
But in the Light in which I have now 
placed your Work, which,. I am perſuaded, 
is the only true one, how do your Abilities 
beam forth with unrivaled Luſtre! What a 


ſurprizing Ductility of Genius do you exhi- 


bit! How almoſt incredible is it, that one 
of ſuch extenſive Learning ſhould fo well 
perform the Part of a Smatterer, and that 


the ableſt Reaſoner in the World ſhould 


perſonate ſo naturally the Character of a 
Sophiſt. 


* Sorry I am, that I cannot except out of this . 
the truly learned and ingenious Annotator on 7% Art of 
Poetry, &c. whoſe Miſtake in this Point 1 is the only Impeach- 
ment or his critical Abilities, 

My 
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My Hypotheſis, however, will not, T 
doubt, make its Way in the World with- 
out great Difficulty and much Oppoſition, 
eſpecially as your Lordſhip's uncommon 
Modeſty will, I fear, prevent you from 
giving the World an indiſputable Confirma- 
tion of its Truth. I ſhall, therefore, not 


content myſelf with only propofing it as a 


reaſonable Conjecture, but proceed to prove 
its Certainty. Not from any of thoſe great, 
but incidental Poſitions, whether Theo/og:- 
cal, or Moral, or Civil, or Political, or 
Critical, &c. &c. &c. &c. &c. &c. which 


ſurround the one great central Propoſition, 


but from the very fundamental Principles of 
your renowned Cyc/opzdia. To which not 
only your Friends have unanimouſly aſſent- 
ed, but which not even your Enemies have 


+ Called in Queſtion. 


Your Lordſhip's firſt Syllogiſm, 1 think, 
ſtands thus: 


Whatſoever Religion and Society have not 
a future State for their Support, muſt be 
ſupported by an extraordinary Providence. 

The Jewiſh Religion and Society had not 


a future State for their Support: 


Therefore the Jevoiſb Religion and Socks 
ety were ſupported by an ns” Pro- 
vidence. 


Thus, then, I“ erect my Demonſtration. is 


* Div. Leg. Page 7. 
What- 


| > mnà— EI, os mor d/o 


("18-1 

Whatſoever Propoſition and Demonſtra- 
tion of the Biſhop of Ghuceſter's have not 
| Reaſon for their Support, mult be ſupported 
1 N by Ridicule. 
But the Biſhop of Gloucefter's Propoſitions 
I | and Demonſtrations in the Divine Legation 
| have not Reaſon for their Support : 
| Therefore the Biſhop of Glauceſter's Pro- 


6 poſitions and Demonſtrations are ſupported 
F. by Ridicule. 


Now, my Lord, notwithſtanding « Man's 
te great Love to Paradox and Syſtem*,” I 
ſhall take for granted, that no Libertine or 

| Unbeliever will have the Effrontery to deny 

} my Major. For as to your Lordſhip's Ad- 

| verſaries, ſuch as a Loth, a Rutherforth, a 

| Sykes, a Bott, a Peter, or a Stebbing, they 
are People whoſe Objections are not worthy 
of Notice. Your Lordſhip having yourſelf, 

| in your Preface to Pope's Works, obſerved, 
| with your uſual Modeſty, that that Poet, | 
| with his Works, bequeathed you his Dunces. 
| But, my Lord, to juſtify myſelf ſtill further 

| in not condeſcending to obviate any Ob- I 

jections your Enemies may urge, permit me 
to tranſcribe a celebrated Paſſage, from the 
Preface to your fourth Volume of the Divine 
« + Legation. 
Who has not ſignalized himſelf againſt 
ce the Divine Legation? Bigots, Hutchin- 


eee e — * 


* Div. Leg. Page 8. 
G24 cc {onians, 


( 


& ſonians, Methodiſts, Anſwerers, Free- 
« thinkers, and Fanaticks, have, in their 
« Turns, been all up in Arms againſt it. 
e The Scene was opened by a falſe Zealot, 
c and, at-preſent, ſeems likely to be cloſed 
e by a Behmeniſt. A natural and eaſy 
« Progreſs from Folly to Madneſs. It was 
ce now Time to ſettle my Accounts with 
ce them. To this End, I applied to a 
« learned Perſon, who, in conſideration of 
« our Friendſhip, has been prevailed upon 
«© to undergo the Drudgery of turning over 
« this dirty Heap, and marking what he 
«© zmagined would, in the leaſt, deſerve, or 
« could juſtify, any Notice: For I would 
< not have the Reader conceive ſo miſerabl 

© of me, as to think I was ever diſpoſed to 
« look into them myſelf. He will find, as 
«© he goes along, both in the Text and 


“Notes, what was thought leaſt unworthy ' 


« of an Anſwer. Nor let it give him too 
% much Scandal, that, in a Work which I 
«« have now put into as good a Condition 
« for him as I was able, I have revived the 
« Memory of the numerous and groſs Ab- 
«& ſurdities of theſe Writers, Part of whom 
e are dead, and the reſt forgotten; for he 


ce will conſider, that it may prove an uſeful 


« Barrier to the Return of the like Follies 
« in after Times, againſt more ſucceſsful 
« Enquirers into Truth *.” 


Div. Leg. Page 40. Ed. 3d. N 
Now, 


— 


. Wo 

| Nov, my Lord, as I ſhould likewiſe be 
very ſorry if the Reader ſhould conceive” fo 
miſerably of me, as to think 1 am diſpoſed to 
11. Turn over fo dirty a Heap, I ſhall not con- 
i deſcend to touch it. And, indeed, as your 
| Lordſhip has, with the greateſt Humility, 
| condeſcended, for the Benefit of Poſterity, to 
fill your Ship with it, which, with its Sails, 


% Expanded flies, and gathers all its Fame,” 


| why ſhould I incumber and pollute my little 
Bark, which | 


Fo attendant fails, 
<* Purſues the Triumph, and partakes the Gales ?” 


I ſhall, therefore, take the najor Propoſition 
for granted. But as many Bigots amon 
« Behevers may deny the Minor,” this T ſhall 
proceed to prove, viz. That the Biſhop of 
Glouceſter's Propofitions and Demonſtrations 
have not Reaſon for their Support. 
Your Lordſhip's major Propofition may 
be divided into , as it contains two Sub- 
jets, Religion and Society. I ſhall conſider 
it firſt as it concerns Religion. 
But as moſt of our Errors proceed from 
a Want of Definitions, I ſhall begin with 
[| defining the principal Words in the' Syllo- 
giſm. For it may juſtly be expected, that 

3 by when fo able a Reaſoner as your Lordſhip 
| mean to err, that you will hide your Inten- 
| tion where others moſt frequently err un- 
defignedly. 


The 


6 it4 


The Word Religion implies the Diſ- 
charge of Man's Duty to God, or Obedi- 


ence to his Laws. But as Man muſt have 


fome Motive to engage him to the Perform- 
ance of every Action, and as none can in- 


duce him to pay Obedience to any Law ex- 
cept the Hope of Reward or the Fear of 


Puniſhment, the Practice of Religion muſt 
be founded on the Expectation of God's 
Infliction of Puniſhments, or his beſtowin 

of Rewards. The Place in which thee 
Puniſhments and Rewards are expected to 
be conferred muſt be either his World 
or the next. The Expectation of them in 
the former muſt be founded in the Doctrine 


of a Providence: In the latter, on the No- 


tion of a future State. A Thing is ſaid to be 
the Support of another, when it is the Cauſe 
of its Preſervation, or Continuance in Being. 

From the foregoing Definitions, then, it 


neceſſarily follows; that as the Practice of 
Religion muſt be founded on the Expecta- 


tion, either of preſent or future Rewards 
and Puniſhments; and as theſe Expecta- 
tions are built either on the Belief of the 
Doctrines of a Providence or of a future 
State; Religion may be ſupported, or exiſt, 
on the Belief of either of theſe Doctrines. 


Conſequently likewiſe, that whereſoever Re- 


ligion is not ſupported by a Belief in one of 
them, it muſt be ſupported by Faith in the 
other. 


The 


66 


The pie of God is generally di- 
vided into wo Kinds: ordinary and extra- 
ordinary. The former, as it reſpects Re- 
ligion, ſignifies the Care the Deity has taken 
to reward the Good, and: to puniſh the 
Wicked, by that Series of Events, which 
he has eſtabliſhed in the common Courſe 
of Nature. The latter may imply the Care 
of the Deity in beſtowing greater Rewards 
on the Good, and Puniſhments on the 
Wicked, by Events contrary to the Courſe 
of Nature. Or the extraordinary Provi- 
dence of God, in the Preſervation of Re- 
ligion, may likewiſe conſiſt, in giving Men 
Manifeſtations of a future State of Rewards 
and Puniſhments. | 

But as it is evident, that all Religion 
muſt be founded either on the Belief of pre- 
ſent or future Rewards and Puniſhments, 
all the miraculous Interpoſitions of Deity, 
or the Agency of an extraordinary Provi- 
dence, muſt ultimately tend to the Con- 
firmation of Men's Faith in one or both of 
theſe Doctrines. 

If it be objected, that Religion cannot 
« be ſupported on the Belief of preſent Re- 
« wards and Puniſhments reſulting from 
ce the ordinary Providence of God, becauſe 
« it is pretended, that Experience ſhows 
cc the Good are ſometimes unſucceſsful and 
_ «© the Bad proſperous ;” I anſwer, firſt, that 
taking this Objection according to the /ri&# 

Meaning 


1 
Meaning of the Words, it does not in the 
leaſt impugn my Poſition. For Men may 
be ſucceſsfut and yet miſerable, unſucceſsful 
and yet contented. But if it be meant, 
that the Good are ſometimes unhappy and 
the Wicked are ſometimes happy, then, ſo 
far is it from deſtroying, that it eſtabliſhes 
the Truth of my Pofition in general, And 
however the All- ſufficiency of Virtue to 
Happineſs may be denied by ſome, yet it 
mult be evident to all, that Virtue encreaſes 
and Vice diminiſhes a Man's Happineſs in 
every Situation of Life. Which Belief is 
ſufficient for the Support or mere Exiſtence 
of Religion. Secondly, Hiſtory evinces, 
that the Belief cf Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments in this Life always has, and Experi- 
ence evinces that it does now, make ſo con- 
ſiderable a Part of the Well-being of Reli- 
gion, that it would alone ſupport its Being. 
That the Religion will have a fronger 
Support which is founded likewiſe on the 
Expectation of future . as well as preſent 
Rewards and Puniſhments, 1s certain. That 
future Rewards and Puniſhments, there- 
fore, may be proved neceſſary to the Well. 
being, if by that be meant the better Being 
of a Religion, is evident. But in the ſame 
Manner may the Belicf of preſent Rewards 
and Puniſhments be proved neceſſary to the 
better Being of a Religion, which 3 = 


EN 
Belief of future Rewards and Puniſhments 
for 1 its Apes 

From theſe Premiſes it will appear de- 
monſtratively certain, that ſo able a Rea- 
ſoner as the Biſhop of G/ouceſter, could ne- 
ver ſeriouſly intend. to deduce the Divine 
Legation of Moſes through this Medium, 
his omitting to inculcate the Doctrine of a 
Future State, For ſach an Attempt would 
be totally inconſiſtent with Reaſon. As, 
firſt, in reſpect to your Lordſhip's major 
Propoſition. It is ſo far from being true, 
“That whatſoever Religion has not a Fu- 


ture State for its Support, muſt be ſup- 


orted by an extraordinary Providence; 
1 it follows, from the foregoing Reaſon- 
ing, a Religion which is not ſupported by 
2 Future State, may be ſupported by a Be- 
lief in the ordinary Method of God's Pro- 
vidence. Your Lordſhip's Syllogiſm, 591 
| fore, ſhould have ſtood thus : 


A Religion may be ſupported either on 
the Belief of a Future State; or, ſecondly, 
on the Belief of the ordinary; ; or, thirdly, 
on the extraordinary Method of God's 
Providence, in diſtributing Rewards and 
Puniſhments in this World. | 

But the Tewij/h Religion had not the Be- 
lief of a Future State for its Support:: 

Therefore the Jewiſb Religion might be 
ſupported either on the Belief of God's or- 


dinary or extraordinary Providence. 
| D Who 
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cept the Hope of Reward or the Fear of 


Puniſhment, the Practice of Religion muſt 


be founded on the Expectation of God's 
Infliction of Puniſhments, or his beſtowin 

of Rewards. The Place in which chez 
Puniſhments and Rewards are expected to 
be conferred muſt be either hie World 
or the next. The Expectation of them in 


the former muſt be founded in the Doctrine 


of a Providence: In the latter, on the No- 
tion of a future State. A Thing is ſaid to be 


the Support of another, when it is the Cauſe 


of its Preſervation, or Continuance in Being. 
From the foregoing Definitions, then, it 


neceſſarily follows; that as the Practice of 
Religion muſt be founded on the Expecta- 
tion, either of preſent or future Rewards 


and Puniſhments; and as theſe Expecta- 
tions are built either on the Belief of the 
Doctrines of a Providence or of a future 
State; Religion may be ſupported, or exiſt, 
on the Belief of either of theſe Doctrines. 


Conſequently likewiſe, that whereſoever Re- 


ligion is not ſupported by a Belief in one of 
them, it muſt be ſupported by Faith in the 
other. 


The 


— 


Wicked, by that Series of Events, which 
he has eſtabliſhed in the common Courſe 
of Nature. The latter may imply the Care 


of the Deity in beſtowing greater Rewards 


on the Good, and Puniſhments on the 
Wicked, by Events contrary to the Courſe 


of Nature. Or the extraordinary Provi- 


dence of God, in the Preſervation of Re- 
ligion, may likewiſe conſiſt, in giving Men 
Manifeſtations of a future State of Rewards 


| and Puniſhments. 


But as it is evident, that all Religion 
mult be founded either on the Belief of pre- 
ſent or future Rewards and Puniſhments, 
all the miraculous Interpoſitions of Deity, 


or the Agency of an extraordinary Provi- 


dence, muſt ultimately tend to the Con- 
firmation of Men's Faith in one or both of 
theſe Doctrines. 

If it be objected, that Religion cannot 
<« be ſupported on the Belief of preſent Re- 
« wards and Puniſhments reſulting from 
« the ordinary Providence of God, becauſe 
« it 1s pretended, that Experience ſhows 
cet he Good are ſometimes unſucceſsful and 
ce the Bad proſperous ;' I anſwer, firſt, that 
taking this Objection according to the /7ri&# 

Meaning 
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Meaning of the Words, it does not 'in the 
leaſt impugn my Poſition. For Men ma 
be ſucceſsful and yet miſerable, unſucceſiful 
and yet contented. But if it be meant, 
that the Good are ſometimes unhappy and 
the Wicked are ſometimes happy, then, fo 
far is it from deſtroying, that it eſtabliſhes 
the Truth of my Poſition in general. And 
however the All- ſufficiency of Virtue to 
Happineſs may be denied by ſonie, yet it 
mult be evident to all, that Virtue encreaſes 
and Vice diminiſhes a Man's Happineſs in 
every Situation of Life. Which Belief is 
ſufficient for the Support or mere Exiſtence 
of Religion. Secondly, Hiſtory evinces, 
that the Belief ci Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments in this Life always has, and Experi- 
ence evinces that it does now, make ſo con- 
ſiderable a Part of the Well-being of Reli- 
gion, that it would a/one ſupport its Being. 

That the Religion will have a fronger 
Support which is founded likewiſe on the 
Expectation of future as well as preſent 
Rewards and Puniſhments, 1s certain. That 
future Rewards and Puniſhments, there- 
fore, may be proved neceſſary to the Well 
being, if by that be meant the better Being 


of a Religion, is evident. But in the ſame 
Manner may the Belief of preſent Rewards 


and Puniſhments be proved neceſſary to the 
better Being of a Religion, which has the 
EL Belief 


Cop 
Belief of future Rewards and Puniſhments 
for its Support. 
From g eſe Premiſes it will appear de- 


monſtratively certain, that ſo able a Rea- 
ſoner as the Biſhop of Glouceſter, could ne- 


ver ſeriouſly intend. to deduce the Divine 


Legation of Moſes through this Medium, 
his omitting to inculcate the Doctrine of a 
Future State, For ſuch an Attempt would 


be totally inconſiſtent with Reaſon. As, 


firſt, in reſpect to your Lordſhip's major 
Propoſition. It is ſo far from being true, 
That whatſoever Religion has not a Fu- 
5 ture State for its Support, muſt be ſup- 
orted by. an extraordinary Providence; 
E it follows, from the foregoing Reaſon- 
ing, a Religion which is not ſupported by 
a Future State, may be ſupported by a Be- 
lief in the ordinary Method of God's Pro- 
vidence. Your Lordſhip's Syllogiſm, there- 
fore, ſhould have ſtood thus: 


A Religion may be ſupported either on 
the Belief of a Future State; or, ſecondly, 
on the Belief of the ordinary; ; or, thirdly, 
on the extraordinary Method of God's 
Providence, in diſtributing Rewards and 
Puniſhments in this World. 

But the Fewyh Religion had not the Be- 
lief of a Future State for its Support: 

Therefore the Fewyb' Religion might be 
ſupported either on the Belief of God's or- 


dinary or extraordinary Proyidence. 
D Who 
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wonderful Dexterity likewi 


(8) 

Who would not have joined your Lords 
ſhip in a Laugh, had any one Heriouſiy pro- 
poſed ſuch an Argument in Defence of the 
Divine Legation of Moſes * Who then can 
but admire your Lordſhip's infinite Hu- 
mour in propoſing it co 1 1 and your 

in concealing 


the Fallacy from View ? 
If it ſhould be pretended by the Bigots, 


that your Lordſhip did not mean by the 


Word Support, the mere Being of a Reli- 
gion, but its Well-being, or moſt perfect 
Exiſtence, and, by the extraordinary Pro- 
vidence of God, only his ordinary Provi- 
dence, as I have explained it above, this 


will avail them nothing. For the Abſurdity 


full remaining, the Truth of my Hypothe- 
ſis is equally apparent. According to this 
Interpretation of the Words, it would fol- 
low, that whatſoever Religion is not ſup- 
ported by a Future State, muſt be ſup- 

orted by an extraordinary Providence,” 
is fo far from being a true Propoſition, that 
no Religion can be ſupported by the Behef 
either of a Future State, or an extraordinary 
Providence, fingly, but only by both, con- 


jointly. Theſe Bigots, therefore, would, 


by their Interpretation of your Lordfhip's 
Words, make you the ſerious Author of a 
{till more abſurd Argument than the fore- 
going. For if their Interpretation be ad 

mitted; 


( 9 1 


mitted, the real Meaning of the Shag 
would be this : 


No Religion can be a but on 
the Belief of a Future State and of an ex- 
traordinary Providence conjorntly. 


The Jeuiſß Religion had not the Belief 
of a Future State for its Support: 


Therefore the Jeiſb Religion was ſup- 


ported by the Belief of an extraordinary 
Providence. 


Now this, it muſt be confalied, if it had 
more Art, would be by far the pleaſanteſt 
Species of ironical Argument : For it di- 
rectly deſtroys the Poſition it is brought to 


ſupport. But to ſuppoſe that your Lord- 


ſhip. could ever ſeriouſly advance ſuch: an 
Argument, would be ſhocking to Reaſon ; 
though your Friends perpetually do it. 
For how ſucceſsful are they in confirming 
the Truth of my Hypotheſis, even when 
they zealouſly endeavour to explode it. 
Again, if it be faid, that by the Word 
Support the Well-being of a Religion is to 
be underſtood, and 1 Words, Extra- 
ordinary Providence are to be taken in 
their ſtrict Senſe, then even granting that a 
Religion muſt be ſupported by an Extraor- 
dinary Providence, which is not ſupported 
by a Future State, yet, the Divine Legation 
of Moſes can never appear from his omit- 
tins to inculcate the latter Notion, only 
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upon this Suppoſition: That a Religion will 


be better ſupported by the Belief off an Ex- 
traordinary Providence fingly, than by it and 
the Behef of a Future State conjointiy. For 
unleſs this be ſuppoſed, nay, unleſs this Sup- 
poſition be true, the omitting to inculcate a 
Future State would be ſo far from proving 
Moſes to have had a Divine Legation, that 
no other Proof would be wanted of the 


contrary. According to this Interpretation 
of the Words, your Lordſhip, on their Hy- 


potheſis, ought to have added the N 


Syllogiſm: . 


A Religion is 1 33 on * 
Belief of an Extraordinary Providence /ingly, 


than on that and a Future State conjointly. 
Ihe Fewih Religion had not a Future 
State, only an Extraordinary Providence for 
us DUgphart:.:- +. 
Therefore it was better 8 than 
if it had been ſupported by an Extraor- 


dinary Providence and a Future State con- 
jointlj y: | 


But, my Lord, if this vas yout + Meaning, 


your Lordchigs Omiſion of this Syllogiſm 
could not more ſtrongly evince the Truth 


of my Hypotheſis, than the Aadlition of it. 
Laſtly, Let your Lordſhip's Words be 
taken in any Senſe they can poſſibly bear, 
and even granting that a Religion can not 
be 6 on * Belief only of the 
Ordi- 


(48) 


Ordinary Providence of God, which I have 


proved it can; it would, by no means, fol- 


low, that * whatſoever Religion had not a 


Future State for its Support, muſt be 
« ſupported by an Extraordinary Provi- 
« dence.” For, from the foregoing Reaſon- 
ing, it appears, that not the real Exiſtence 
of a Future State, or of an Extraordinary 
Providence, but only the Belięf of them, is 
neceſſary to the Support of Religion.” Add- 
ing, therefore, to the Conceſſions already 


made another, in favour of your Lordſhip's 


Minor, the Syllogiſm could only ſtand thus: 
Whatſoever Religion is not ſuppatted by 


the Belief of a Future State, muſt be ſup- 


ported by the Beef of an 2 


Providence. 


But the Jewiſh Religion was not ſup- 
ported by the Belief of a Future State: 
Therefore it was ſupported by the f 


of an Extraordinary Providence. 


But even then, my Lord, how ſhould we 
ever arrive, by ſerious Argumentation, at 


the Concluſion required, That the Fews 


« were really ſupported by an Extraordinary 


Providence.“ To infer that becauſe the 


Jews were really ſupported by an Extraor- 
dinary Pre therefore they believed 
they were, might, indeed, appear tolerably 
plauſible, did we not know, that though the 


former was a Fact, yet the latter did not 
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always. follow from it? But to conclude, 
that becauſe a People beheved their Reli igion 
was, therefore it was really ſupported by an 
Extraordinary Providence, is an Inference, 


which, however ſerioufly it might be de- 


duced by your Friends, would never ſeriouſly 
be admitted by your Lordſhip. It could be 


applied by your Lordſhip to no other Pur- 
e, than as an ironical Defence of all the 15 

Superſtitions in the World, whether founded 

on the Abſurdities of Paganiſm, or grace 


on the pure Stock of Chriſtianity. 

| Your Lordſhip and the Publick will, I 
hope, pardon my Prolixity on the firſt Sub- 
ject of your major Propoſition, Religion, as 


what is faid upon Za, is equally applicable 


to the other Subject, Society. But the 
latter i A, ot only liable to the ſame Objec- 
tions 1 the former, but it admits like- 


wiſe. of one peculiar to itſelf. For though 
the Belicf either of a Providence, or a Fu- 


ture State, is abſolutely neceffary to the 
Subliſtence of Religion, they ate not to the 
Being of Society. For that may exiſt, or be 


ſupported, merely by human Laws, though | 


not ſo comfortably. as if both or either the 


other Motives were added. And, indeed, 


it is amazing, that, notwithſtanding, my 
Lord, your Work has been publiſhed fo 
many Years, yet it ſhould zcw be left to me, 
at this Time, to propoſe my Hypotheſis. 
For your Lanier. knowing how l 

e 


| ( 23 ) 
fible it was to bring the leaſt Shadow of an 
Argument to prove the Truth of your major 
Propoſition, as it reſpects Society, inſtead of 
ſhowing that the inculcating the Doctrine 
of a Future State of Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments is neceſſary to its Support, Mor Lord- 
ſhip, with infinite Humour, on 7 attenip ; 
to ſhow that it is neceſſary to its Rel Beilg. 
How aſtoniſhing, deren How "almoſt 
* incredible is it! that, when your Eordſhip 
gave your Readers fo fine an Opening to 
diſcover the exquiſite Art and Contrivance 
of your whole Work, that no one before 
me ſhould ever have perceived it. Foc 
granting, that the former Poſition is true, 
viz. © that the Belief of a Future State is 
« neceſſary to the Support of Society; yet, 
as your Lordſhip hath not attempted to 
prove it, to ſuppoſe that you meant your 
Work for a ſerious Example of ſolid Rea- 
ſoning, would be a Suppoſition in the higheſt 
Degree incongruous to Reaſon. For your 
Lordſhip would then have left unproved the 
very fundamental Principle of your whole 
Work. And granting, that your Lordſhip 
hath proved the Truth of the latter Poſition, 
viz. that the Belief of a Future State is 
«I, neceſſary to the Yell-bermg of Society, it 
0 would be nothing to the Purpoſe. For this | 
is a Propoſition totally different from that. 1 
your Lordſhip would, upon that Hypotheſis, | 
have been under a Neceſſity of proving. 


( 24 ) 
Is it not, therefore, a Myſtery totally i in- 
explicable by any Hypotheſis but mine, that 


your Lordſhip ſhould make one Propoſition 
the fundamental Principle of your Work, 


and then amuſe your Readers by an Attempt 
to prove another? For will any one have 
the Effrontery to affirm, that a Writer of 
your Lordfhip's Learning and Abilities 
could ſeriouſly imagine, that Propoſitions ſo 
different are the ſame. Or, what is till 


more ſhocking, that one of your Lordſhip's 
Candour and Integrity, would ſeriouſly at- 


tempt to impoſe one upon the World for 


the other? Or, laſtly, that one with your 


Lordſhip's s known Diffidence and Modeſty, 
could ſeriouſly imagine, that a// the World 
beſide, yourſelf would ignorantly miſtake, 


and blindly aſſent to, one Propoſition not 
proved, becauſe your Lordſhip b 


ad proved 
another. 

Having given ſuch ample Proof, that the 
whole of your Lordſhip's Syllogiſm is fo total- 
Iy irreconcileable with Reaſon, that even ad- 
mitting the Truth of the Minor, the Conſe- 
quent, does not follow from it : I ſhall not 
enter into any Scrutiny of the many very 
ingenious ſophiſtical Arguments by which 
your Lordſhip endeavours to eſtabliſh that 
Propoſition. For it is not my Deſign to 
fatigue your Lordſhip and the Publick, by 
the Repetition of E which ei 

| een 
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been before advanced, but only to offer 
ſuch as have occurred to me, and eſcaped 
others *. 

K And it muſt 5 confeſſed, that even your 
Lordſhip's Enemies have, by ſome Means, 
blundered into a right Apprehenſion, that 
your minor Propoſition is not founded on 
Reaſon; though their Intellects were too 
weak to proceed to the true Concluſion, that 
| Jour, Lordſhip, therefore, was not Js, 

ut zocoſe. 
But I cannot forbear to obſerve, (for Juſ- 
tice is due even to your Lordſhip's Ene- 
- mies,) that the ſame Repugnance which T 
have ſhewn between your Minor and Con- 
ſequent , from the Princi ples of Religion in 
general, they have pointed out from a par- 
| _ ticular Fact relative to the Fewiſb. It is an 
indiſputable Fact, that the Jeu were not 
kept in Obedience. How, therefore, they 
aſk, can it be conſiſtent with the Divine 
Legation of Moſes, that when preſent Re- 
wards and Puniſhments failed, he ſhould 
omit to inculcate the other Motive to Obe- 
dience, the Belief of a future State, if this 
had not previouſly obtained amongſt them? 
1 To urge that there can be no Doubt that it 
1 was right to omit it, becauſe numberleſs 
91 Inſtances may be brought to prove Moſes's 


[ * Fora new id ona to the Minor, ſeed Critical Review, 
| | | om 


- 


— 


Jiſt Syllogiſm, I will proceed to 


« 26 ) 
Wiſdom and Goodneſs, would plainly dil. 


cover the Irony of the Reaſoner. For as 
this one Omiſſion would be a demonſtrative 
Proof of his Want either of Goodneſs or 
Wiſdom in the fundamental Principles of 
Legiſlation, a thouſand other Inſtances of 
his poſſeſſing theſe Qualities could not de- 
ſtroy it. Nay, indeed, every other Inſtance 
of his Wiſdom or Goodneſs, whether merely 
as Man, or as being favoured with a Divine 
Communication, would be a Proof, that . he 
could omit the Doctrine of a Future State, 
only becauſe it was before generally believed. 

For what ſhould we think of the Good- 


neſs of a Phyſician, who had two Preſcrip- 


tions; one of which alone would preſerve 
the Conſtitutions of his Patients in tolerable 
good Health, but both together, in the 
moſt perfe& Health of which human Na- | 
ture is capable, if he ſhould preſcribe BY 
one-to a Patient, who was not befo | 
Poſſeſſion of the other? 

Though, my Lord, I have eſtabli 
Truth of my Hypotheſis beyond Cor 
tion, only from the Conſideration 1 your 


emon- 
ſtrate it as clearly, from your Lordfhip's 
ſecond. That the Bigots being deprived of- 
every the leaſt Pretence to Argument, it 


may be apparent to every Eye, that 


their Rejection of my Hypotheſis can 
* 


( 27 Y . 
HE BOY from See Tour Lord: 
ſhip ſays, 


The antient Lawgivers a bes 
lieved, that ſuch a Religion can be ſupport- 
ted only by an Extraordinary Providence. 

Moſes, 5 inſtituted ſuch a W 
was an antient Lawgiver : 

Therefore M/ believed his Religion 
was ſupported by an nn * 
dence.'- 

How frequencly muſt ſo excellent a 5 
gician as your Lordſhip have laughed to 
ſee, that though al your Enemies denied 
the Major of this Syllogiſm, yet that none 
of them have ever, in ſo many Years, diſ- 
puted the Legality of its Conſtruction. But, 
on the contrary, they have all aſſented to 
the Legality of its Form, as if it were built 
upon the ſame ſelf-evident n as > 
common one, 


Every Man is an Animal; ; 
Peter is a Man, 
Therefore Peter is an Ane! 


. Lordſhip had ſeen, that on 3 
of the many idle Subtilties of the School- 
men, latter Ages had too much negle&ed 
even the moſt uſeful Parts of the excellent 
Science of Logick. With your uſual Art 
and Addreſs, my Lord, you took W 

E 2 N 
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i000. 
of this Neglect, and tried, whether the 
World would diſtinguiſh a Szmilarity from 
an Identity of Form. For the categorical 
Form is perfect, when there is a neceſſary 
Connexion between the Subject and the 
Predicate l of the Major Propofition, i. e. 
when the Predicate is implied in the De- 
finition of the Subject, as in the latter Syl- 
logiſm, Every Man is an Animal.” But 
your Lordſhip thought, and Experience has 
ſhewn you were not miſtaken, that a Syl- 
logiſm of fimilar Conſtruction, without this 
neceſſary Connexion, would paſs off unde- 
tected by many. The Attempt was, indeed, 
exquiſitely ingenious, but it was the Great- 
neſs of its Ingenuity which prevented its 
Diſcovery, to the Honour of your Lordſhip's 
Abilities. Your Adverſaries did not per- 
ceive, that, though in perfect Form, the 
Minor neceſſarily preſuppoſes the Truth of 
the Major; in your Lordſhip's, the Major 
cannot be admitted, unleſs the Truth of the 
Minor be firſt eſtabliſhed. | = 
Leſt, however, any, from Envy of your 
Lordſhip's ſtupendous Genius, ſhould inſiſt, 
that your Sy/tegr/m is ſtrictly logical, when 
it diſplays the fineſt Inſtance of your Skill in 
| Sophiſtry ; I ſhall beg Leave to borrow a 
| Propoſition for my Major from another Part 
| of your Work, and produce a Syllogiſm 
exactly of the /ame Form with your Rl 
es IP's, 


„ 
9 ſhip” 8, to prove the Truth of a Propoſition 


directly repugnant to that for which you 
brought yours. The Syllogiſm i is this: 


% None of the antient Philoſo phers be- 
ce Ijeved the Doctrine of a Penne State of 
« Rewards and Puniſhments, though they 
« ſedulouſly taught it the People.“ 
But Moſes was an antient Philoſopher : 
Therefore Mo/es did not believe the Doc- 
trine of a Future State of Rewards and Pu- 


niſhments, though he ſedulouſiy taught it 
i the P eople. 


Thus you ſee, . Jard, I have direaly | 
: 8 that Moſes did inculcate the Belief 

of a Future State of Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments, by an Argument exactly of the ſame 
Kind as your Lordſhip's. Not, my Lord, 
that I have the Vanity to pretend, I have 
here diſcovered an Argument which had 
eſcaped you. For I do not doubt, but your 
Lordſhip was aware of it yourſelf, only it 
did not ſuit your Purpoſe: to form it into a 
Syllogiſm. Should any one pretend that 
there is this Difference between the two 
Syllogiſms; that Mo/es was really an © An- 
« tient Lawgiver, but not a Philoſopher ;” 
how would your Lordſhip laugh to think, 
that any one ſhould have Faith in the 
Divine Legation of Moſes, and yet deny him 


( a# 7 

to have been a Philoſopher, or a Lover of 
Truth. 
Having thus proved, by ſeveral Demon- 
ſtrations, each of which is not only « as 
ce TOE but as ſhort too, as any of Eu- 

& clid's x, that the Biſhop of Glouceſter's 
Propoſitions and Demonſtrations are not ſup= 
ported by Reaſon, the Concluſion follows 
of courſe, that his Lordſhip's Propofitions, 
Sc. are ſupported by Ridicule of Modern 
Reaſoning. | 

It will, however, perhaps, be objected, 
for Modern Reaſoners frequently urge Ob- 
jections from Conjecture againſt Demonſtra- 
tion, that, had it been your Lordfhip's In- 


- tention to have ridiculed Modern Reaſon- 


ing from your Regard to Religion, you 
would not have made Choice of the Divine 
Legation of Moſes for your Subject. But, 
my Lord, how weak is ſuch an Objection ! 
For what Injury could Religion receive 


from your Choice of a Subject; the Truth 


of which is ſo evident from Arguments 
within the Reach of the meaneſt Capa- 
city. And how could your Lordſhip have 
made the Experiment ſo well on any other 
Subject, as a religious one, which engrofles 
the Attention, not only of every Se& of 
Chriſtians, but likewiſe of every Kind of 


Unbelievers. But ſo far is the Choice of 


* Taken from the Divine Legation. 


the 


60 
che Subject from i impugning, ne it alone 
would be ſufficient to eſtabliſh my Hy 
theſis. For can any one in his Senſes be. 
mo that your Lordſhip would ſeriouſly 
nd the greater Part of your important 
Lit in writing five large Oftave Volumes, 
to prove the Divine Legation of Moſes, 
when you know; my Lord, that a full 
Demonſtration of this Point may be con- 
tained in five ſmall Pages of the ſmalleſt 
Duodecimo? | 
Had I, my Lord, only Reaſon, and not 
Prejudice likewiſe to encounter, I thould 
not have the leaſt Doubt, but that ſuch 
an Accumulation of Proofs of the Truth 
of my Hypotheſis would produce Convic- 
tion in every Mind. But that ſome Bigots 
will refuſe their Aſſent to them, is not only 
what T expect, but it is likewiſe no more 
than what I deſire. For the Oppoſition of 
Bigotry is a certain Criterion of Truth. 
The Party, however, my Lord, from which 
1 expect the greateſt Obſtruction, ſtrange 
as it may at firſt Sight appear to ſome, 18 
from your Lordſhip yourſef. For, in your 
Dedication to the late Lord Hardwicke, you 
 fay; „As an Author I am not ſollicitous 
«for the Reputation of any literary Per- 
« formance. A Work given to the World: 
ce every Reader has a Right to cenſure. 
« If it has Merit it will go down to Po- 
” A 


( 32 ) | 
te ſterity: If it has none, the ſooner it 
& dies and is forgot the better.” From this 
total Indifference to Fame, I am afraid 
your Lordſhip will refuſe to confeſs, that 
my Hypotheſis is true. A Confirmation 
of its Truth devoutly to be wiſhed. And, 
my Lord, I ſuſpect, from your uncommon 
Modeſty, that your Lordſhip will not be 
content merely to withold your Confirma- 
tion from an Hypotheſis, which, if Exoteric, 
would redound ſo much to your Lordſhip's 
Honour, (but that to endeavour to continue 
it Eſoteric *,) your Lordſhip will even 
condeſcend to oppoſe it with the ſame Vein 
of Irony which runs fo beautifully through 

our whole Divine Legation. If this ſhould 
the Caſe, as indeed it muſt be, for 
your Lordſhip to be confiſtent with yourſelf, 
J ſhall think it a Duty, which I owe to 
Truth and your Reputation, to enter the 
Liſts, with your Lordſhip, in Defence of 
my Hypotheſis. And armed with Truth 
and Reaſon, I ſhall have no Dread of a 
* diſhonourable Grave,” but undauntedly 
approach even an Hoſt of Adverſaries, 
though led to Battle by a Goliab. For, my 
Lord, ſo earneſtly do I defire, and fo Zea- 
lous am I in the Endeavour to diffuſe your 
Lordſhip's Fame, that, not content with 


gee this Diſtinction Nen to the Tenets of the An- 
tient Philoſophers 1 in The Divine Legation. 9 5 
| my 


1 
| my preſent Proofs of my H ypotheſ s, from 
an Examination of your fundamental Pro- 
poſitions; I ſhall, in ſome future Works, 
clearly deduce the ſame from your incidental 
ones. And notwithſtanding the Pain it may 
give your Modeſty, as it is a Modeſty, my 
Lord, which is injurious to the Intereſts of 
Truth, and your- Lordſhip's Glory, I ſhall 
take all the Care in my Power, that every 
one of. theſe Proofs: be tranſmitted down to 
the lateſt Poſterity ; and that they be en- 
rolled amongſt the Volumes of oveſlaſting 
Fame. 
It would be utterly. ee my 
Lord, in any one who had the leaſt Regard 
to the Welfare of his Country and the In- 
tereſts of Religion, to conclude an Addreſs 
of this Kind, without expreſſing his Wiſhes 
that your Lordſhip may riſe from your pre- 
ſent Situation, to the higheſt Dignity the 
Church has to beſtow. Who that knows 
How intimately your Lordſhip is verſed in 
all the Legiſlations of the Antients, all the 
Politics of the Moderns, and in all the 
Utopian Schemes of Government both an- 
tient and modern, can forbear to lament, 
that you, my Lord, have a Place only in 
the great Aſſembly of the Nation; when, 
if admitted likewiſe to the Cabinet, the 
moſt ſalutary Effects might be expected 
from your * 8 Guidance. For who 
Can 
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can ſufficiently admire the noble Co 2 


for, and thorough Knowledge of, the ef 

bliſhed Religion and political Intereſts 4 
this Kingdom, which your Lordſhip ſo emi- 
nently diſplayed in your Objections to the 
Naturalization of the Jeus. How juſtly 
did your Lordſhip imagine, that if that Bill 
had not been. repealed, the Introduction 
of ſo many Foreigners would have ſtarved 
our own Countrymen, that Fewiſb Infidehty 


would have deſtroyed the Chriſtian Faith, 


that human Laws would have aboliſhed a 
divine Legiſlation, and that the Sill of Man 
would have fruſtrated the Predictions of 
God *. But, my Lord, great and conſpi- 
cuous as are your Merits, much I fear that 
they will never be properly rewarded. And 
even from your Lordſhip's own Writings 
my gloomy Preſages ariſe. For it is evi- 
dent, that it is your Lordſhip's own Opi- 
nion, I do not mean altogether from your 


famous Sermon, but likewiſe from your 


other Works, that Rewards of Merit are 
not to be expected. What, but to fatirize 
the Negle& of moſt Governors, eſpecially 
of our own, in this Reſpect, could be your 
Lordſhip's Deſign, in your exquiſitely face- 


\ tious Proof, that the Diſtribution of Re- 


wards can make no Part of Civil Govern- 


ment? Ironically maintaining it by tha 


See Dedicaticn to Fewsy D. L. Vol. III. 
Argu- 


e 

Arguments: Firſt, «© That Society could not 
e Aiſtinguiſb the Objects of its Favour, be- 
cc cauſe, their Motives cannot be Enouan ... 
Whereas your Lordſhip knew that the ſame 
Argument would equally have availed to 
the Excluſion likewiſe of Puniſhment. For 
as in the latter Caſe it is ſufficient, a Man 
does by Deſign, not by Accident, an Injury ; 
ſo, in the former, it is enough that he does by 
Deſign, not by Accident, a Benefit to Society. 

_ Secondly, © That Society could not reward, 

„ though it ſhould diſcover the Objects of 
„ its Favour, becaufe (as all Rewards muſt 
be pecuniary) “ no Society can ever find a Sum 
& ſuffictent without raiſing it on the People as 
© Tax, to pay it back to them as a Reward.” 
How humorous is your Lordſhip's Reaſon- 
ing! how keen your Satire! But though 
the former makes me laugh, yet, the Mo- 
ment I reflect on the Juſtneſs of the latter, 
and that the Object of it may affect your 


Lordſhip, my Mirth vaniſhes, and Grief takes 


Poſſeſſion of my Breaſt. For from the fol- 
lowing Paragraph it is evident, that it is 
your Lordſhip's Opinion not only that 
Merit is not rewarded, but likewiſe that 
the Want of it is the only Way to Prefer- 
ment and Honours. In the Courſe of 
“ forty or fifty Years a new Generation or 
two are ſprung up; and thoſe whom their 

| * SeeD. L. Vol. I. Section 2. | 
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« Profeſſion has dedicated to this Service, 


Religion,) Experience has taught, that 


« the Talents required for puſhing their 


„Fortune, lies very remote from what en- 


te ables Men to figure in a ſucceſsful De- 
« fence of Revelation. And it is very na- 


„ tural to think, that in general they will 


« be chiefly bent to cultivate thoſe Quali- 
« ties on which they ſee their Patrons lay 
« the greatelt Streſs.” Since ſuch are your 
Lordſhip' s Sentiments, I have but one Con- 
folation ; which ariſes from the old Adage, 
ce That there is no general Rule without 
„an Exception.” That a Secter, a Drum- 
mond, a Terrick, a Trevor, a Hume, a Lowth, 
a Cornwallis, a Newton, a Young, a Green, 
a Moſs, &c. &c. &c. ſhould fit on the Bench 
of Biſhops, might indeed be thought no 
great Wonder, though your Obſervation held 
univerſally true. But if this were the Caſe, 
that your Lordſhip ſhould have a Place a- 
mong them would be impoſſible. If, there- 
fore, your Lordſhip be an Exception to the 
general Rule, by your Promotion to your 
Preſent Station, why may you not likewiſe 

be the ſame by your Advancement to the 

highe eſt Dignity the Church has to beſtow ? 

Long, therefore, very long may it be, be- 

fore 1 your Lordſhip be tranſlated from Earth 

to Heaven, to exchange a terreſtrial Mitre 
for a celeſtial Crown, and the higheſt reaſon- 


8 4 5 ing | 


Ange. 
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jog Powers of Man for the habet a 


I am, my LoRD, 
With the profoundeſt Reſpect, 
Your LoxpsRHIP's 


| moſt ddd 
and moſt humble Servant, 
A. C. R. 
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